Office Action Summary 


Application No. 

09/824,355 


Applicant(s) 

GOTTSMAN, EDWARD J. 


Examiner 

Jean M Corrielus 


Art Unit 

2172 





The MAILING DATE of this communication appears on the cover sheet with the correspondence address 



Period for Reply 

A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTH(S) FROM 
THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 

• Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1 .136(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed 
after SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- If the period for reply specified above is less than thirty (30) days, a reply within the statutory minimum of thirty (30) days will be considered timely. 

- If NO period for reply is specified above, the maximum statutory period will apply and will expire SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- Failure to reply within the set or extended period for reply will, by statute, cause the application to become ABANDONED (35 U.S.C. § 133). 

- Any reply received by the Office later than three months after the mailing date of this communication, even if timely filed, may reduce any 
earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1.704(b). 

Status 

1)S Responsive to communication(s) filed on 01 August 2003 . 
2a)S This action is FINAL. 2b)n This action is non-final. 

3) n Since this application is in condition for allowance except for fomial matters, prosecution as to the merits is 

closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1935 CD. 1 1 , 453 O.G. 213. 
Disposition of Claims 

4) 13 Claim(s) 1-15 is/are pending in the application. 

4a) Of the above claim(s) is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

5) 0 Claim(s) is/are allowed. 

6) ^ Claim(s) 1-15 is/are rejected. 
?)□ Claim(s) is/are objected to. 

8) n Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 

Application Papers 

9) n The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

10) 0 The drawing(s) filed on is/are: a)n accepted or b)^ objected to by the Examiner. 

Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1 .85(a). 

11) 0 The proposed drawing correction filed on is: a)n approved b)D disapproved by the Examiner. 

If approved, corrected drawings are required in reply to this Office action. 

12) n The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. 
Priority under 35 U.S.C. §§119 and 1 20 

13) n Acknowledgment is made of a claim for foreign priority under 35 U.S.C. § 1 19(a)-(d) or (f). 

a)nAII b)n Some*c)n None of: 

1 .□ Certified copies of the priority documents have been received. 

2. n Certified copies of the priority documents have been received in Application No. . 

3. n Copies of the certified copies of the priority documents have been received in this National Stage 

application from the International Bureau (PCT Rule 17.2(a)). 
* See the attached detailed Office action for a list of the certified copies not received. 

14) n Acknowledgment is made of a claim for domestic priority under 35 U.S.C. § 1 19(e) (to a provisional application). 

a) □ The translation of the foreign language provisional application has been received. 

1 5) 0 Acknowledgment is made of a claim for domestic priority under 35 U.S.C. §§ 1 20 and/or 121. 
Attachment(s) 

1 ) □ Notice of References Cited (PTO-892) 4) □ Inten^iew Summary (PTO-41 3) Paper No(s). . 

2) □ Notice of Draftsperson's Patent Drawing Review (PTO-948) 5) □ Notice of Informal Patent Application (PTO-152) 

3) □ Information Disclosure Statement(s) (PTO-1449) Paper No(s) . 6) □ Other: 
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DETAILED ACTION 

1. This office action is in response to the amendment filed on August 1, 2003, which 

claims 1-15 are presented for further examination. 

Response to Arguments 

2. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1-15 have been considered but are 
moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection necessitated by amendment. 

Claim Rejections - 35 U.S. C §103 

3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 

obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth 
in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior 
art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made 
to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentabihty shall not be 
negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

4. Claims 1-1 1 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over May 
et al (hereinafter "May") US Patent no. 5,544,354. 

As to claim 1, May discloses a system for accessing a large database of information using both 
browsing and searching behaviors. In particular, May discloses the claimed features "displaying 
in a matrix area on the display a matrix having a plurality of cells and a pluraUty of icons 
displayed in one or more of the cells, each icon corresponding to an elements in the database" 
Fig.lA-Fig.lE has a matrix area (101) having a plurahty of cells (cell 1-12) and a plurality of 
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icons displayed in one or more of the cells (specials; money; news; reference; program guide; 
MyTV.)/ (col.5, lines 27-47; col.6, lines 44-63; col.7, lines 1-25; col.26, lines 60-65; col.24, 
lines 49-51); "receiving an icon selection signal in response to a user selecting one of the icons 
with the user interface selection device" by performing a searching function on the cells 
displayed matrix to provide access to the database (col. 12, lines 7-25; col. 18, lines 52-66); and 
"in response to the icon selection signal displaymg a corresponding element" (col. 18, lines 45-58; 
col. 19, Unes 9-45). May does not expUcitly the use wherem the matrix includes row headings and 
column headings. However, May discloses a database system, which attributes for the various 
objects used m the preferred implementation of the matrix architecture user interface in an object 
oriented environment. It is noted, however, such database disclosed by May has used to store 
information in tables rows and columns of data and conducts searches by using data in specified 
columns of one table to find additional data in another table. AppHcant should duly note that in 
conducting searches, the database matches information in a correspondmg field of another table 
to produce a third table that combines requested data from both tables (see May's fig. 12). It 
would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art of data processing, at the time the 
present invention was made to modify May's system, wherein the database system provided 
therein (see May's fig. 12) would incorporate the use wherein the matrix includes row headings 
and column headings. One having ordinary skill in the art would have been motivated to utilize 
such a database system of May would allow user to easily identify and configure their own data 
sets for easy access to fi-equently used record, thereby reducing the burden on the users in 
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learning a variety of distinct operations, and encouraging customization by casual or more 
passive users. 

As to claim 2, May discloses the claimed features "wherein the row headings identify sources 
from which the elements are obtained, the colunm headings identifying subject matter to which 
the elements relate" (col.8, lines 5-60; fig. 12). 

As to claim 3, May discloses the claimed features "changing a visually perceptive characteristic 
of one of the icons in response to step (b)"(col.9, lines 35-47; 50-63), 

As to claim 4, May discloses the claimed features "receiving from the user a search request input 
from a user input device" (col, 26, lines 60-65); and "changing a visually perceptive 
characteristic of icons that correspond to elements that satisfy the search request" (col. 12, Unes 
30-39). 

As to claim 5, May discloses the claimed feature "periodically changing, without intervention by 
the user, the element that is displayed" (col. 12, lines 30-39). 

As to claim 6, May discloses the claimed feature "wherein the element comprises a textual 
image" (col.9, lines 35-47). 
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As to claim 7, the limitations of claim 7 have been noted in the rejection of claim 1 above. In 
addition, May discloses the claimed feature "wherein the element comprises a textual 
excerpt" (coL9, lines 35-47). 

As to claim 8, May discloses the claimed feature "displaying in a title relating to the element" 
(col.5, lines 27-47); and "displaying in a source location a source of the element" (col. 12, lines 
15-25). 

As to claim 9, May discloses the claimed feature "wherein the user selects the icon by 
superimposing a pointing indicator on the icon" (col. 9, lines 60-64). 

As to claim 10, the Umitations of claim 10 have been noted in the rejection of claim 1 above. In 
addition. May discloses the claimed feature "displaying in a file location of the display a 
fUe" (col. 12, lines 15-25). 

As to claim 11, May discloses the claimed feature "receiving a search request from a 
user" (coL26, lines 60-65); and "changing a visually perceptive characteristic of icons that 
correspond to files that satisfy the search request" (col. 12, hnes 30-39). 
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Claim Rejections - 35 U.&C §103 

5. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 

obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth 
in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior 
art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made 
to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. PatentabiUty shall not be 
negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

6. Claims 12-13 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
May et al (hereinafter "May")US Patent no. 5,544,354 in view of Burnard et la (hereinafter 
"Bumard") US Patent no. RE37,722. 

As to claim 12, May discloses the claimed feature "a database of textual excerpts" (col.25, lines 
23-32). However, May does not disclose the cited features "a translator configured to combine 
the textual excerpts into a library file"; and "a computer configured to combine source code and 
the hbrary file into a single executable file". 

On the other hand, Burnard discloses an user interface objects that store in a user interface object 
archive which is a database physically located in the shared library of an association application 
program in order to facilitate preparation of an appUcation developed in one language for use in 
an are which uses another language. In particular, Bumard discloses the claimed features "a 
translator configured to combine the textual excerpts into a hbrary file" (colli, lines 42-67; 
col.30, Unes 15-26); and "a computer configured to combine source code and the library file into 
a single executable file" (col. 7, lines 40-57; col.8, lines 37-57). 
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Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art of data processing, at the 
time the present invention was made to combine the teachings of the cited references. One 
having ordinary skill in the art would have been motivated to utilize the teachings of Burnard 
into the system disclosed by May in order to allow newly created user interface object to use the 
redesigned construction program which are stored in an archive 

As to claim 13, Burnard discloses the claimed feature "including a content editor coupled to the 
database of textual excerpts" (col.3, line 26-col.4, Une 7). 

7. Claims 14-15 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Burnard et la (hereinafter "Burnard") US Patent no. RE3 7,722. 

As to claim 14, Burnard discloses the claimed feature "creating a database, an element 
library containing a plurality of database elements having a common format" (col. 8, lines 38-57); 
"creating source code for a user interface that permit a user to view the database elements"(col.8, 
lines 38-57); and "compiling the element hbrary and the source code to create an executable 
computer file which, when executed, permits the user to display the database" (col 8, lines 38- 
57). May does not exphcitly disclose the use of compiling the element library without reference 
to non-compiled data. However, Burnard discloses a system to provide a user interface archiving 
system, which facilitates the translation of the text in an application to an alternative language. 
Therefore, one having ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was to modify Bumard's 
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system to incorporate the use of compiling the element library without reference to non-compiled 
data in order to allow newly created user interface object to use the redesigned construction 
program which are stored in an archive. 

As to claim 15, May discloses the claimed feature "containing a computer executable file" (col.7, 
lines 40-57). 

Conclusion 

8. Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in 
this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MEP. § 706.07(a). 
Applicant is reminded of the extension of time pohcy as set forth in 37 CFR 1 .136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO 
MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after 
the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period 
will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 
1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, however, 
will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the date of this fmal 
action. 
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Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Jean M Corrielus whose telephone number is (571) 272- 



If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, John Breene can be reached on (571) 272-4107. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this appUcation or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent AppUcation Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status 
information for unpublished appUcations is available through Private PAIR only. For 
more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you 
have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business 
Center (EBC) at 866-2 1 7-9 1 97 (toll-free). 
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